4/27/70 


Dear Dick, 

■ Got your 4/24 note .iffita.pieture. (remarkable tiiasi) plus .22 jaailiag, inc* 

-. 4/20 to Howard,.' 20, 21 t : o me, . v . . ■ 

Between us , we have & few of those thousand flowers blooming on the bullets 

Hoag, rather remarkable letter from. toward on icy complaint about Nichols* 
etc*, walch I’y© acknolwedged in a note, because he Sid take it bard, and will 
answar in greater detail a 3 soon as possible. More work on Sko laic k (yy product ive) 
gad Bay higher priority right now, and it is extensive in volume. 

■ Your 4/20 to Hoard is res: enable. 

Adrenals; my re cc Use t ion of John’s work is that it is excellent. Does 
edEini Stratton of these drugs mean Addison’s disease? This is tie real issue there, 
isn’t it? I have Peters ccrrobcrstion somewhere from Berkley* 

4/20# me. I agree, tn discrepancies between the readings of the same 
X-rays are too great to dismiss anything lightly. 

Smiths 1 - check* Still seems atrengp she heard, nothing" end that no one 
“ anticipated thie.Wo medical nistroy, etc# -.with 'if he 

ever thought of it l And understood.’ 

- Wrote TIMS* Hb response. I’m not even convinced he' was. used by agents. 
Makes no difference, tho. MeasrhSle, I’k working on some angle® that, if they can 
be implimented, aigit forestall at leeet some of west impends* ...Plagiarise much 
knore eolidly/.establiehedvthcin you iaogihe* He used my. docuaenta, with all added* 
non-Arehivea marks. i Jad never ' 3» ’'touch" with- Arch* Tact will not :be- an issue. 

*ou have no ides how solidly * have that, from the top* 1 

4/211 I will send IB) mt report, but I think the cusnosis question, 
with add Shires (prob the test to which I referred that impressed me) remains 
a question as 1 handled it, is this as investigation? I’ll rewrite end send n w 
■ copy 1 for your appraisal when" I .can* 'Bow did that blood get out? Heart idasssge? 

Can’t -glad' complete liio autopsy. Part enc. if you cannot get Belli ia 
library. I’ll epy z*eat s-n^ send. 

The laws ys hurry, ' 



